In this essay, I show how arbitrary the disciplinary boundary is between psychoanalysis and sociology, how psychoanalysis can complement sociology, how structural analysis in one discipline needs the other to explain its causal efficacy, how symbolic interaction relates to psychoanalysis, and how many psychoanalytic concepts-including the analytic situation-can be expressed in sociological language. My analysis is a form of deconstruction of social fact versus the social subject: searching for the "psyche" in the discourse of "social" is the idea of deconstruction. Deconstruction exposes the conceptual tension between the arbitrary categories of individual versus society, personal troubles and public issues, or psychoanalytic versions of the individual mind and the individual life.
Here, though, I am more interested in using the concept of deconstruction as a conceptual tool in the sociology of knowledge to argue that much of the sociological animosity toward psychoanalysis stems from what Freud called "the narcissism of minor differences," and Donald Campbell (1969) referred to as "disciplinary ethnocentrisms," a symptom of tribalism or cross-disciplinary partisanship. For it seems that the more similar two disciplines are, the greater the likelihood that there will be conflict and tribalism. Fear of the loss of self and identity motivates the ethnocentric's and xenophobe's fear of strangers. Similarly, the threat of losing distinct disciplinary boundaries is proportional to the proximity of the areas of inquiry that different disciplines seek to colonize. For example, while human sciences avoid systematic intercourse with their neighboring fields, they all seem to engage in amorous courtship with biology, genetics, and neuroscience. The need for difference seems to rest on the threat of identity. 1 Freud used the concept of the "narcissism of minor differences" in three different places in his work, in the contexts of both individual and group psychology. The phrase first appeared in The Taboo of Virginity (1917) , based on his interpretation of the writings of the British anthropologist Ernest Crawley. Much of Freud's preoccupation with the narcissism of minor differences had to do with his attempt to explain the battle of the sexes, while more recently we might use the term to explain the battle between in-groups and out-groups. In group psychology, the concept speaks to group members' need to see their group as radically different from other groups. Freud considered our needs for maintaining identity to be behind many exaggerated perceptions of differences among groups (Freud, 1930, p. 104) . And fear of the influence of the imaginary other was taken to be behind the need for the maintenance of identity.
2
It is precisely the minor differences in people who are otherwise alike that form the basis of feelings of strangeness and hostility between them. It would be tempting to pursue this idea and to derive from this 'narcissism of minor differences' the hostility which in every human relation we see fighting successfully against feelings of fellowship and overpowering the commandment that all men should love one another. Psychoanalysis believes that it has discovered a large part of what underlies the narcissistic rejection of women by men, which is so mixed up with despising them, in drawing attention to the castration complex and its influence on the opinion in which women are held. (p. 199) Applying the concept of the narcissism of minor differences to the context of intergroup conflicts, he wrote in 1930:
It is always possible to bind together a considerable number of people in love, so long as there are other people left over to receive the manifestation of their aggressiveness. . . . It is precisely communities with adjoining territories and related to each other in other ways as well, who are engaged in constant feuds and in ridiculing each other-like the Spaniards and the Portuguese, for instance, the North Germans and South Germans, the English and Scotch, and so on. I gave this phenomenon the name of 'the narcissism of minor differences,' a name which does not do much to explain. (p. 114)
The ritual of boundary maintenance in sociology, which is couched in terms of the binary opposition (and, as such, a pseudo distinction)
